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fr. McCarran, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H. R. 4181) 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4181) for the relief of Leroy Peebles, having considered the 
same, reports favorably thereon, without amendment, and recom- 
mends that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE 


The purpose of the proposed legislation is to pay the sum of $500 
to Leroy Peebles, of Kinloch, Mo., in full settlement of all claims 
against the United States as compensation for his erroneous arrest and 
confinement on March 17, 1942, and payment for the loss of wages as 
a result of such arrest and confinement. 


STATEMENT 


An indictment was returned in the northern district of Alabama on 
April 9, 1941, charging Leroy Peebles and seven codefendants with 
conspiracy to violate the internal revenue laws. When Peebles could 
not be found in that district, a certified copy of the indictment, to- 
gether with an order for his arrest, was transmitted to the United 
States attorney for the eastern district of Missouri. 

Claimant was arrested at St. Louis, Mo., pursuant to a removal 
warrant and, on March 19, 1942, was committed to the city jail, St. 
Louis, Mo., in default of $1,000 bond. At the time of the removal 
hearing, Peebles admitted his identitv but denied using any of the 
aliases, and asserted that he had not been in Alabama for more than 
4 years and was at a loss to understand the nature of the charge 
against him in that district. 
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The warrant of removal from the eastern district of Missouri for 
Leroy Peebles was executed and filed in the northern district of Ala- 
bama on March 30, 1942. An order discharging claimant as not 
being the defendant in the case was filed and entered in the northern 
district of Alabama on April 2, 1942. On the same date an order 
was entered to pay claimant the cost of transportation to his bona 
fide residence. It appears that the defendant, Leroy Peebles, was 
never apprehended and the indictment was dismissed in the northern 
district of Alabama on February 10, 1943. 

The files of the Department of Justice indicate that this was a case 
of mistaken identity which was corrected with the least possible 
delay. Claimant was confined a total of 15 days from March 19 to 
April 2, 1942. When he appeared at the removal hearing at St. 
Louis, Mo., on March 19, 1942, he admitted his identity and the re- 
moval warrant was supported by a certified copy of the indictment. 
When he was returned to Alabama, a deputy marshal expressed the 
view that he was not the defendant sought under the warrant. Finger- 
print records of the Federal Bureau of Investigation were immediately 
consulted, and it was thereupon determined that Leroy Peebles, who 
had been returned under the warrant, was not identical with the de- 
fendant who was being sought. It was also established that there 
were in fact two persons named Leroy Peebles of strikingly similar 
physical appearances and that both formerly resided in Green County, 
Ala. Under these circumstances, it is apparent that the mistake was 
an honest one and that no culpability should attach to any Govern- 
ment official connected with the case. 

The Department of Justice states that it has no objection to com- 
pensating claimant for his erroneous detention and recommends that 
an amount not in excess of $400 would be fair and reasonable. 

In view of all the circumstances as set out above, and the embarrass- 
ment and consequent damage done to plaintiff and his family by 
reason of his erroneous imprisonment, the committee is constrained 
to recommend that claimant be awarded the amount set out in the 
bill (H. R. 4181). 

Attached to this report and made a part thereof is the report of the 
Department of Justice submitted in connection with this bill. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, September 11, 1950. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. CuaarrMan: This is in response to your request for the views 
of the Department of Justice concerning the bill (H. R. 8916) for the relief of 
Leroy Peebles. 

The bill would provide for payment of the sum of $2,000 to Leroy Peebles of 
Kinloch, Mo., in full settlement of all claims against the United States as compen- 
sation for his erroneous arrest and confinement on March 17, 1942, and payment 
for the loss of wages as a result of such arrest and confinement. 

From the iiformation contained in the files of the Department of Justice, it 
appeirs that an indictment was returned in the northern district of Alabama on 
April 9, 1941, charging Leroy Peebles and seven codefendants with conspiracy to 
violate the internal-revenue laws. When Peebles could not be found in that dis- 
trict, a certified copy of the indictment, together with an order for his arrest, was 
transmitted to the United States attorney for the eastern district of Missouri. 
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Peebles was arrested at St. Louis, Mo., pursuant to a removal warrant and, on 
March 19, 1942, was committed to the city jail, St. Louis, Mo., in default of 
$1,000 bond. At the time of the removal hearing, Peebles admitted his identity 
but denied using any of the aliases, and asserted that he bad not been in Alabama 
for more than 4 vears and was at a loss to understand the nature’ of the charge 
against him in that district. 

The warrant of removal from the eastern district of Missouri for Leroy Peebles 
was executed and filed in the northern district of Alabama on March 30, 1942. 
An order discharging Peebles as not being the defendant in the case was filed and 
entered in the northern district of Alabama on April 2, 1942. On the same date 
an order was entered to pay Peebles the cost of transportation to his bona fide 
residence. It appears that the defendant Leroy Peebles was never apprehended 
and the indictment was dismissed in the northern district of Alabama on February 
10, 1943. 

It appears that this was a case of mistaken identity which was corrected with 
the least possible delay. Peebles was confined a total of 15 days from March 
19, 1942, to April 2, 1942. When he appeared at the removal hearing at St. 
Louis, Mo., on March 19, 1942, he admitted his identity and the removal warrant 
was supported by a certified copy of the indictment. When he was returned to 
Alabama, a deputy marshal expressed the view that he was not the defendant 
sought under the warrant. Fingerprint records of the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation were immediately consulted and it was thereupon determined that Leroy 
Peebles who had been returned under the warrant was not identical with the 
defendant who was being sought. It was also established that there were in fact 
two persons named Leroy Peebles of strikingly similar physical appearances and 
that both formerly resided in Greene County, Ala. Under these circumstances 
it is apparent that the mistake was an honest one and that no culpability should 
attach to any Government official connected with the case. 

At the time of his arrest Peebles was 21 or 22 years of age and no record of 
his employment is listed. He was in custody only 2 weeks and was never pro- 
ceeded against under the indictment. 

While the Department of Justice would have no serious objection to compen- 
sating claimant for his erroneous detention, it is of the view that the proposed 
amount of $2,000 is excessive. It is believed under the circumstances that an 
amount not in excess of $400 would be fair and reasonable in this instance. 

The Director of the Bureau of the Budget has advised this office that there 
would be no objection to the submission of this report. 

Yours sincerely, 
Peyton Forp, 
Deputy Attorney General. 





AFFIDAVIT OF LEROY PEEBLES 
StTaTe oF Missourt, 
City of St. Louts, ss: 

I, Leroy Peebles, residing at Kinlock Park, St. Louis County, Mo., do upon 
my oath state that on the 17th day of March 1942 I was taken into custody of 
police officers at my home where I then resided at Prospect Hill, Baden Station, 
St. Louis, Mo., and was placed in jail in police headquarters, St. Louis, Mo., and 
on the following day was placed in the city jail in St. Louis, Mo., where I remained 
confined until the 27th day of March 1942 when I was then removed by automobile 
in the custody of an officer of the United States marshal’s office of St. Louis to 
Birmingham, Ala., and was placed in jail and where I remained until April 2, 1942, 
on which date Federal Judge T. A. Murphree of the District Court of the United 
States for the Western Division of the Northern District of Alabama ordered my 
discharge from custody and on the same date I was given the sum of $10 and my 
railroad fare to return to St. Louis in consideration of my executing a release for 
any claim that I might have against Raymond E. Thomason, Esq., the United 
States marshal for the district because of my false arrest. I executed this instru- 
ment because I wished to return to my family in St. Louis and had no money 
with which to purchase transportation for my return. 

The order discharging me from custody signed by Judge Murphree was cap- 
tioned, ‘“‘United States of America, Plaintiff, versus Leroy Peoples, Defendant” 
and was case No. 890 in the District Court of the United States for the Western 
Division of the Northern District of Alabama. The order further shows that 
Leroy Peoples had been indicted along with others for conspiracy to violate the 
internal revenue laws, and that Leroy Peoples could not be found in this district 
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and that an order for the arrest and removal of Leroy Peebles was forwarded to 
the United States attorney in St. Louis, Mo., and the order further shows that the 
United States attorney, being satisfied that Leroy Peebles was not the person 
charged in the indictment, sought the court to discharge me from custody. 

At the time of my apprehension, I was married and was the father of four 
children, was employed at the St. Louis Malleable Casting Co., and had been 
employed there for approximately 1 year. I had never been arrested before, and 
I have never been arrested since. I lost time from my employment as a result of 
this arrest, having been absent from my work from March 18 to April 3, inclusive, 
and at that time I was earning 65 cents per hour, working 8 hours per day, 6 days 
per week. I suffered embarrassment with my employer and was required to give 
a full explanation of my absence from my work in order to regain my job and had 
to present to my employer the court order showing that I was falsely arrested. 
My wife, my family, and myself suffered embarrassment and damage to my 
reputation amongst my friends and associates in our community. 

After resuming my employment upon my return to St. Louis I continued to work 
for the St. Louis Malleable Casting Co. until March of 1949 when I was required 
to quit my job because of ill health. All information pertaining to my arrest is 
on file in the District Court of the United States for the Western Division of the 
Northern District of Alabama. 

LeRoy PEEBLEs, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 27th day of September 1950. 

[sEAL] WiuuiaM P. Carueton, Notary Public. 


My commission expires July 1, 1953. 
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